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Dztober 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael J  Copps
Federal Communicaticons Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Wazshingten, D C. 20554

Dear Hichael Copps,

I am writing to wolce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As 2 consumer and citizen., I feel
s=trongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DTV.

4 robust. conpstitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers. 4llowing novig studio=s to
viztn features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vwhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect yhat consuners like me actually want, and it sould
result in me being charged more monev for inferior functionality

It the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likelv to
nalke an investmnent in DTY—capable receivers and other eguipment. I will not pav
move for devieses that limnlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pledse do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital telewvision. Thank vou fdr vour time

Sincerely,

Karla Zimonja
22 Dexter Ave
Watertown, MAi 02472
NISF
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October 19, 2003

Commissioner Hichael J  Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Nashington, D.C. 205654

[lear Michael Copps.

I am writing to wvolce my opposition to any FCC-pandated adoption of “Hroadeast
tlag" technology for digital television. As & consumner and citizen, T feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption af DTV.

& robust, competitive market for consumner =slectronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipmnent will enable the studios to tall
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consuners like me actually want, and 1t could
rezult in ne being charged more money for inferior functicnality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likely to
nake an investrent in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for dewvices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood, Please do not
namdate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou fdr vour time.

Dincerely,

Fobert Moore
407 Lafavette Ave
Zimcinnati, OH 4572210

M=
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Qctober 19, 2003

Commissicner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HU

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

L amm writing to volice ay opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
tlag" technology for digital television. As a consuner and citizen, 1 feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer wlectronics nust be rooted inp
nanufacturers’ ahility to innovate for their customers. 4lloving movie studios tao
veto festures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like mne actually want, and it ~ould
result 1in me being charged nore woney for inferior functionality.

Tf{ fhe FOC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actuallwy be less likelwy to
male an investmnent in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment [ will not pay
more for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do rnot
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for vour time.

Sincerely.

Geanrge Dumun

731% Birch St

Fear

Hew Orleans. La 70118

ARETEY
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O-tober 19, 2003

Commissioner Hichael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HUW

Washington, D .C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to wvolce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hroadeast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, T fesl
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultinate adoption of DTV.

A robust, compstitiwve narket for consumer s=lectronics nust be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for thelr customners . Allowing mnovie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipnent will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can creste. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consuners like mne actually want, and it could
result 1n ne being charged nore money for inferior functionality :

It the FCC i1ssuss a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nzke an 1nvestment in DTY-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleage do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank ywou for your time.

Sincerely,

Hevwin Connollw
T30 Suwanee R4 PSC 1392
Tyndall AFE. FL 32403

M54
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October 22, 2003

Commigsioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Communications Commigsion
44% 12th Street, N°W

Washington, D.C. 20534

Cear Michae! Copps,

I amt writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag"” technology for digital televidien. As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a poliey would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the nltimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for congumer electroties must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their pustomers. Allowing
movie studics to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the smdios to tell technologists what new praducts they can
create This will result in products that don't neceswarily reflect what consumerw like me actually want, and it could résult in me being
charged more money for inferior fanctionality.

If the FOC issues s broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less Lilkely to make an investment in DTV-eapable repeivers and other
equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadoeast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Tom Crowe

308 Adams Mill Read
Simpaonville, SC 29681
T8
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October 22, 2003

Commissioner Hichaesl J. Copps
Federal Comnunications Commission
445 12th Streest, HW

Wazhington, D C. 20554

[ear Michael Copps.

T am writing to wolce ny opposition to anv FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
tlag" technology for digital television. Ads a consumer and citizen, I feel
stremgly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
nltimate adoption of DTV

& robust. comp=titive market for consumer =lectronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movig studios to
veto features of DTV-reception egquipment will enable the studios to ts1l
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in groducts
that don't necessarily reflect what consuners like me actually want, and it could
result in me being charged meore money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandats, I wvould actually be less likely to
nake an i1nvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
nandate broadocast flag technology for digital television. Thank vou for your time

Sincerelsr,

Jamnes Jones

K38 Powell Dr HE

Fort Walton Beach, FL 32547
154
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QOctober 22, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commumnications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, 1D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ amn wrting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that =uch a policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
rights, and the ultmate adopuon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
thewr customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necesisarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged moere money for inferor
functionality,

It the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recetvers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest bf Hollvwood.
I"lease do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital televiston. Thank you for your tmne,

Sncerely,

Mathieu Mazzeboeuf
1 Place Stalingrad
Puteaux, 92800
France
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Qetapber 22, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J. Copps
Faderal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writihg to volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technolagy for digltal television. As &

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, eonsumer rights, a2t the ultimate
adoption of OTV.

A rokust, compatitive market for consumer elestranies must be rooted In manufacturars' abliity to Innovate for thelr
custemers. Allowlng movie stldios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios ta tell techrologlats
what new pradusts they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consurhers like ma
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged mere money for Inferlor functionality. '

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | wili not purchase any DTV-ghabled equlpment. It's as simple as that.
Thank you for your time:

Sineerely,

Danlel Arbuckle

1248 w 30th st aptii20

Los Angeles, CA 80007
UsA
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Octobear 22, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commlisslon
445 12th Strast, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dightal televislon. As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strangly that such a poliey would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to (nnovate for thelr
custormers. Allowlng movie studios to veta features of DTV-receptlon equipment will nable the studios td teli technsloglsts
what new products they can create. This will result In produets that don't necessatlly reflect what consurhers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior tunctionality,

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess tikely to make an [nvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equlpment. | will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest 6f Hollywood. Pleage do not mandate
broadcast flag techneology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Slheeraly,

Mark Budzyn

11 Vanderbllt Place
Woodbridge, NJ 07035
USA

9
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October 22, 2003

Comrmussicner Michael j. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” tech11ol<$gy for digytal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consurner
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manutacturers' ability to innovate for
their custorners. Allowing mowie studios 1o veto feamres of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios o
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necesparily reflect

what censumers iike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for ihferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less hikely to make an investrnent in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest {)f Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadecast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. !

Sincerely,

Richard Zawadzk
624 Spice Trader Way
AptH

Orlando, FL 32816
L'SA
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October 22, 2003

Commissioner Michael |. Copps
Federal Communications Commassion
445 121h Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag"” technol&)gy for digteal
relevision. As a consumer and citizen, T feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for nnovation, consumer
rights, and the ultunate adopnon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
theit customers. Allowing movwie studios to veto features of DTV reception equipment will enable the studios 1o
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wail result in products that don't necesisan'ly retlect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for ithferior
funcuonality. :

1f the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipmaent. I will not pay more for devices that it my nights at the behest pf Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television, Thank you tor your tume,

Sncerely,

Tose Almanza

315 9th St

Raoval Oak, MI 48067
UsSA
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Octeber 22, 2003

Commissloner Michaal J. Copps
Federal Communications Commiasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mlchael Copps,

Pam writing to velee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dighal televislon. As a

consumar and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, andl the ultimate
adoptien of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electranles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to vete features of DTV-reception equipment wili enable the studles td tell technologists
what new products they can create. This wiii result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consurhers llke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less {ikely to make an Investment In DT\/‘}-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will hot pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod, Piea&e do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Kurt Basham

425 Nordberg Ave NW
Grand Raplds, Mt 48504
UsSA



Robert Lesko
28 Avenue B
New York

Commissioner Michael T. Copps

Federal Conmmmunications Commission

445 §2th Sreel, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadeast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, T urge the Federal
Conmnnnications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "hroadcast flag.” T am ¢utraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The broadeast flag is neither in my interest nor the public’s interest. Tt will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I cwrrently enjoy analog broadcast television—Tor example, it will restrict my
ability to move the videe I have recorded for personal viewing from recom—to—room amkl place—to—place.

The broadeast flap will also lock out my computer as a way 1o watch myy favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot treely receive digital television, how can | expect crgative developers to
discover new devices that criable me to use content m exciting ways [ havent even tholight of? T value
mnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC. which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off—the—shelf computer parts.

ff the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer 10 buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
pieture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electionics and computer
cquipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadeast television, 1 urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing, adoption of the broadeast tlag.

sincerely,

Robert Lesko
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Tuesday, October 21 2003

Commussioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, IDXC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer ol broadeast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and
buving digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer
1 switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution
displavs, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the
MPAA and its allics to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that
are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications ol the broadcast flag. With today's
technology, T can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modity, create, and
participate. I can record T'V to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home
movie: send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this
control and flexibility that T enmoy. :

It the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience morc enjoyabile,
exible, and exciting, what compelling reason do | have as a consumer to buy new digital
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current
consumer clectronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, 1
urge vou to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag,

Sincerely,
Edward R. Farren

3308 Turner Ln
Chevy Chase, MD 20815
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Octeber 22, 2003

Cermmussioner Michael ]. Copps
Federal Communicanons Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adeption of "broadeast flag” technold;)gy for digztal
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatlen, coensumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to snnovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't neceskarily reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investmeny in DTV-capabie
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour tume,

Sincerely,

Gary Olhiver

33689 SE Meledy Ln
Corvallis, OR 97333
sA



Dennis McAvoy
345 E. Prospect
Monte Vista, CO 81144
Comniussioner Michael 1. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 [2th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Diear Commnissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadeast television viewer and consumer of ¢lectronics and computer products, 1 urge the Federal
Communications Commilssion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast tlag.” | am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way [ enjoy television,

The broadeast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevem me from watching digial
broadeast television in the ways T currently enjoy analog broadeast television—for examnple, it will restwict my
ability to move the video | have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

e broadeast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite showg using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and [iends.

Furthermore, it computers cannot freely receive dipital television, how can | expect Crcjntive developers to

discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways L haven't even thought of? 1 value

mnovative devices like TiVe, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which u&i:ﬂ today because thiey
@ built to open standards using inexpensive, off~the—shelf computer parts.

If the mwove to digital television does not make the public’s viewing expericnce more e@joyabie, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital televisionjequipment? A pretticr
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer clcctrrbnics and compuer
cquipment. As a eitizen and viewer of broadeast television, T urge you 1o promote the digital television
wansition by oppasing adoption of the broadeast tlag.

sieerely,

Dennis McAvoy



Kathileen Keeney
614 Andrew Ave.
Westerville, OH 43081
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
I'ederal Conmunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Drear Conmissioner Michael J. Copps:

As a broadeast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, T lrge the Federal
Communications Conmmussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flage" T am olutraged that the 1°CC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television. ‘

The broadeast flag 1s neither m my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadeast television——for example, 1t will restrict my
ability 1o move the video T have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadeast {lag will also lock out my compulter as a way 1o watch my favorite shows% using rmy choice ol
soflware on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high schoo! football game to family and friends.
Furthermore, 1f computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can I expect crehtiv*e developers o
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways [ haven't even thought of? T value
imnovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were buill to open standards using imexpensive, off—the—shelf computer pans.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer o buy new digital television/equipment? A prettier
picture 15 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my cwrent consumer electrdnics and computer

cquiptent. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, [ urge you to promote the digital welevision

ransition by opposing adoption of the broadcast tlag.
Sincerely,

Kathleen Keeney



Page 1 of 1 74039 AM, 10/22/03 5413023099

Qctaber 21, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 42th Street, NW

Wasghington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am wrlting ta voice my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag’ tachnalagy for digital televislon As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, eonsurer rights, and the ultimate’
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for corsumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovatk for thelr
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTVerecaption equipment wiil enable the studlos td telf technologists
what new products they can craate. This wlill result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consunhers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare menay for Infetlor functlonallty.

it the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkely to make an Ihvestment In D ‘ capable recelvers
and cther equipment. ! will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleage do not mandate
brogdceast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slncerely,

Kan Wronklewlez

183 Roek Harbor Lane
Foster Clty, CA 94404
USA
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Cctober 21, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J. Copps
Fadaral Communleatlons Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngton, D C. 20554

{year Michael Copps,

| am writing to valee my opposlition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technalagy tor dlgl:tal televislan. As a

consumer and cltlzen | feel strongly that such a polley wouid be bad for innovation, consumer rights, an¢i tha uitimate
adoptlon of DTV.

A robust, competlthve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studics ta tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consunﬁers Ilke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more maoney for Inferlor functionallty,

It tne FCC Issues & broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTVkcapable recelvers
and other equipment. | will nat pay mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Ple‘ﬁe do not mandate
broadcast flag technolegy for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Siheerety,

Sarah Dyer

23 Fladler Ave

Staten Island, NY 10301
UsaA
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October 21, 2003

Commilssloner Michael J. Copps

Federal Communications Commlssion :
445 12th Street, NW ;
Waghlngton, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps, |

| am writing to volce my opposltien to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadeast flag” technelogy for dlgial televislon. As a
consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for innovatlan, cansumer rights, and the ultimate -
adaption of DTV

A robust, compatitive market for consumar elestronles must be rooted (n manutacturers' abllity to Innavaté for thelr
zustomers. Allowlng movle studlos to vete features of DTV.receptlon equipment will enable the studlos to\ teil techncloglsts
what new products they can create. This will result In preducts that don't necassatlly refiect what consurners llKe me
actually want, and # could result [n me being charged mere money for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actuaily be less llkely to make an Investmeant In DTVJ-capab\e recelvers
and othar equlpment. | will not pay more for devices that llmlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleage do net mandate
broadeast flag technology tor digltal televislon, Thank you for your time. |

Sincerely,

Ethan Butterfieid

851 8 Klhel Rd #0214
Kihei Hi 98753

USA
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Oetober 21, 2003

Comimssioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washingron, ID.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technoldgy for digital
television, As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such 4 poliey would be bad for inﬂovaﬁjoﬂ, cofisumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV, ‘

|
A robust, compeutive matket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability fo innovate for
their custorners. Allowing movie studics to veto features of DTV reception equipment wnll enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't 1leces¥ati]y reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money tor i:ifeu'or
tuncuonality, ‘

\
[t the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an mvestment]in DTV.capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest cbf Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast tlag technology for digital telewision. Thank you for your tune. |

Sincerely,

Claude Schrader
54 W. Tulpehocken St . ‘
Philadelphia, PA 19144 5
sSA
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Cerober 21, 2003

Commassioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Comumunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C, 20554 1

Dear Michael Copps,

[ amn writing to voice my opposiuen to any FCC-mandated adoption ot "broadcast tlag” technoldgy for digital

television. Ar a consumer and ahizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
. N |

rights, and the ultnate adepuon of DTV, }

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1 manufacturers’ ability o innovate for
thetr customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV -reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't ﬂeces#arﬂy reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for ipferior
functionality. ‘

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an in‘\rti'stmenq3 i DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that it my rights at the behest #.’f Hollywood.
Plezse do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital television. Thank you fer your tme. |

Smcerely,

Sreven Armstrong |
10801 35th Avenue

Pleasant Praine, W1 531358

ISR
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Qctober 21, 2003

Commissioner Michael |, Copps |
Federal Commurnications Comimission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Coppa

[ am wrinng te voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast tlag” technel ‘Q'V for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatjon, consumet
mzhtc. and the ultunate adopnon of DTV.

A robust, compentve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability ‘o mnovate for
their custemers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of IXTV-reception equipment will enakle the studios to
tell technclogists what new products they can create. This will resuit in preducts that don't necessanly reflect
what consummners like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for n’Ffenor
functionality,

1f the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investmeniin DTV-capable
receivers and other equiprnent. | will net pav more tor devices that limit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Tlease do not mandate broadcast flag technology tor digital television, Thank you for your time.

Smcerely,

Benjarmin Walling ;
4768 Ridgemoor Cir w
Palrn Harbor, FL 34685 ]
Usa



Ta

Page 1 of 1 7:51:20 AM, 10/22/03 5413023099

October 21, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I amm writing ta volea my oppositien to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for dlgl‘ ai television. As a
cansumer and cltizen 1 feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Inncvatlen, consumer rights, and the ultlimate
adoption of DTV.

|

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to InnovatT for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studles to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enabkle the studlos totell technologists
what new preducts they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly retlect what consurﬁers ke me
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty. ‘

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV]»capab\e recalvers
and other equipmeant. | will net pay more for devices that lImlt my rights at the behest of Hollywoed. Pleaée do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal televislon. Thank you for your time.

Sinceraly,

Shane Cellg

5874 Southwind Dr
San Jose, CA 95138
USA
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Qrctober 21, 2003

Commussicner Michael ]. Copps
Federal Commumcatons Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my oppositon to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadeast flag” technolagy for digital
televizion, As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innevarjon, consumer
rights, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, competitive market tor consumer electronics must be rocted 1 manufacturers' ability to mnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowvie stucdios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result in products that don't neces%aﬁly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged moze money for mfernor
functionality. !

If the FCC 1s3ues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an nvestment in DTV capable
recervers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limnit my rights at the behest cﬁf Hellywood.
Plezse do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for digital television. Thank you for your nme. ;

Sincerely,

lohn Dunning
1060 Conunentals Way #209
Belrmont, CA 94002 |

[RRF



